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PETITION RESPONDENTS’ MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION  

TO RELATORS’ MOTION TO STAY 

 

Introduction 

Petition Respondents Tracy L. Jones, William S. Booth, Daniel L. Darland, and Latonya D. 

Thurman vigorously oppose the Relators’ Motion to Stay the Supplementary Petition Period. The 

Ohio Constitution plainly gives Petition Respondents the right to attempt to submit the Proposed 

Law to the electors at the November 8, 2016 general election ballot. Yet, since December 2015, 

Relators, an axis of special interests who oppose the substance of the Proposed Law, have 

aggressively sought to use and manipulate the levers of Ohio’s state government to deny Petition 

Respondents of this constitutional right. In Secretary Husted, Relators have found an all-too-

willing ally. Relators are even represented by counsel with the same law firm that was under 

contract to serve as special counsel to Secretary Husted when they began their efforts to enlist the 

Secretary.1 And now, with their Motion to Stay, the Relators invite the Court to join their campaign 

to deny Petition Respondents their rights.   

1. Relators have sought delay from the outset.  

Relators’ strategy all along has been to delay the constitutional process for citizens to propose 

the Ohio Drug Price Relief Act (“ODPRA”) to the General Assembly and have it make its way to 

the ballot this November. It began with an e-mail from Relators’ counsel to Secretary Husted’s 

office on December 30, 2015. (Attached as Exhibit B.) This e-mail, which arrived five hours after 

the deadline set by Secretary Husted for the boards of elections to complete their review of the 

Petition, contained a letter requesting Secretary Husted to refrain from certifying the Petition—

even though, by this point, the boards of elections had collectively certified that it contained more 

                                                           
1 Indeed, Relators’ law firm has had more contracts with the State to serve as special counsel to Secretary Husted than 

any other law firm. (See, Exhibit A.) 
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than a sufficient number of valid signatures—and to refrain from the Secretary of State’s 

constitutional duty to transmit the Proposed Law to the General Assembly on the first day of the 

legislative session, January 5, 2016. The letter further requested the Secretary to investigate two 

purported issues with the Petition and to refrain from certifying the Petition and transmitting the 

Proposed Law “until such time” that the Secretary had completed his investigation.2 (Id.) 

Secretary Husted eagerly took the bait. On January 4, 2016, one day before the General 

Assembly’s first day of session when he should have transmitted the law to the General Assembly, 

Secretary Husted instead announced that he would do precisely what Relator PhRMA requested 

him to do: (1) refuse to certify the Petition, even though the boards of elections had collectively 

certified in accordance with the Secretary’s written instructions that it contained a sufficient 

number of valid signatures; (2) refuse to transmit the Proposed Law to the General Assembly, 

despite the unequivocal constitutional provision requiring him to do so; and (3) return the Petition 

to the boards of elections for further review with new, more rigorous standards, despite any legal 

authority or precedent to do so. Further, the Secretary gave the boards 25 more days to “re-review” 

the Petition—more than three times the number of days the boards had for their initial review.  

Relator PhRMA’s strategy to delay paid off. Secretary Husted did not certify the sufficiency 

of the Petition or transmit the Proposed Law to the General Assembly until February 4, 2016, 

nearly a week after the boards of elections completed their unprecedented second review of the 

Petition. Moreover, the Secretary’s transmittal came 30 days after the constitutionally-required 

date, effectively eliminating 30 days from the period during which Petition Respondents would be 

                                                           
2 This is despite the fact that the 88 county boards of election had certified a total of 119,031 valid signatures, 27,354 

more than required by the Ohio Constitution. In addition, 48 counties met the minimum threshold, 4 more than 

required.  
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able to circulate their Supplementary Petition and attempt to place the Proposed Law on the 

November 8, 2016 general election ballot.  

In addition to delaying the certification and transmittal, Secretary Husted’s transmittal letter 

attacked the petitioners in a manner that invited Relators’ subsequent legal challenge to the 

Petition’s certification. (See transmittal letter, attached as Exhibit C.) Apparently unhappy with 

the results from the boards of elections’ second, more rigorous review of the Petition,3 but realizing 

the boards had tied his hands, Secretary Husted certified the Petition, but sua sponte invalidated 

more than 20,000 otherwise-valid signatures that had been twice verified by the Cuyahoga County 

Board of Elections. Further, Secretary Husted has refused to break a tie vote submitted to him by 

the Delaware County Board of Elections, pursuant to R.C. 3501.11(X), regarding whether to 

certify a subset of part-petitions. As a result, the Delaware County Board of Elections has been 

unable to certify the results of their second review, and Secretary Husted subsequently certified 

zero valid signatures from Delaware County, even though the Delaware Board certified 85 valid 

part-petitions containing 324 valid signatures during the first review. The Secretary’s actions 

reduced the number of valid signatures from 119,031, from the first review, to 96,936 valid 

signatures—a little more than 5,000 signatures over the constitutional threshold.4 This left the 

Petition vulnerable to a legal challenge.  

                                                           
3 After the second review of the Petition, the boards of elections had certified a total of 117,038 valid signatures, 

25,361 more than required by the Ohio Constitution. In addition, 47 counties met the minimum threshold, 3 more than 

required. 

 
4 The Secretary’s sua sponte invalidation of the more than 20,000 valid signatures from Cuyahoga County and his 

refusal to break the tie vote submitted to him by the Delaware County Board of Elections, as well as the actions of a 

few county boards of elections during the second review, are the subject of a mandamus action filed by Petitioners 

(Case No. 2016-0455), in which there is currently a pending motion to consolidate the action with the instant action 

(Case No. 2014-0313). 
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Then the next phase of Relators’ plan started. On February 29, 2016—55 days after Secretary 

Husted should have transmitted the Proposed Law to the General Assembly, and 25 days after 

Secretary Husted begrudgingly transmitted the Proposed Law to the General Assembly—Relators 

filed the instant action. Since filing the action, Relators have shown no desire to expedite resolution 

of the dispute, and instead have sought to drag out the proceedings for at least long enough to deny 

Petition Respondents their right to attempt to make the November 8, 2016 general election ballot. 

Relators’ strategy of delay became even more apparent when on May 17—133 days after Secretary 

Husted should have transmitted the Proposed Law to the General Assembly, 78 days after Relators 

filed their legal challenge, and 11 days after the supplementary period should have started—they 

filed their Motion to Stay with the Court.   

2. While the Petition’s opponents have delayed, Petition Respondents have acted with 

great dispatch.  

Throughout it all, Petition Respondents have acted with great dispatch. Petition Respondents 

filed the Petition with the Secretary of State four (4) days early on December 22, 2015, rather than 

on December 26, 2015 which was ten days before the start of the next legislative session. One day 

after Secretary Husted failed to transmit the Proposed Law to the General Assembly on its first 

day of session, Petitioners filed a mandamus action with the Court on January 6, 2016, seeking the 

Court to order the Secretary to do so (Case No. 2016-0020). Petitioners asked that the Court grant 

a pre-emptory writ to require the Secretary to immediately transmit the Proposed Law to the 

General Assembly. Petitioners also filed an accompanying motion to expedite the case schedule 

asking that the Court use the expedited schedule in S.Ct.Prac.R. 12.08. Secretary Husted opposed 

the motion to expedite, and proposed an alternative case schedule in which briefing would not 

have been completed until February 9.  The Court did not act on the motion to expedite until 

February 9, 2016 after the case became moot.  
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Petition Respondents subsequently filed a motion for emergency relief on January 11 in Case 

No. 2016-0020 to have the Proposed Law transmitted to the General Assembly pending the 

decision on the merits in order to reduce the harm to Petitioners. Secretary Husted opposed the 

motion for emergency relief. The Court took no action until February 9, 2016, after the case 

became moot. On February 5, one day after Secretary Husted begrudgingly transmitted the 

Proposed Law to the General Assembly, Petitioners moved to voluntarily dismiss as their 

mandamus action to order Secretary Husted to transmit the Proposed Law given that he finally did 

so on February 4th, albeit 30 days late.   

In the present action, Case No. 2016-0313, Petition Respondents have repeatedly sought a 

speedy resolution of the challenge. Once again, these efforts have been opposed. Relators filed 

their challenge on February 29 and the summons was served on March 2. Seven (7) days later—

and fourteen (14) days early—on March 9, Petition Respondents filed their Answer. The next day, 

on March 10, Petition Respondents filed a motion to expedite the case schedule in order to ensure 

that a decision was made by the Court by the end of the General Assembly’s four month 

consideration period, i.e. June 4. Relators opposed this motion to expedite on March 17. The Court 

took no action until it set a briefing schedule on May 18—70 days after Petition Respondents 

requested an expedited briefing schedule. Under the schedule set by the Court, the final brie is due 

June 29, 2016, 25 days into the Supplementary Petition Period.   

On May 17, Relators filed their Motion to Stay. In their Motion, Relators hypocritically accuse 

Petition Respondents of delay, and they disingenuously contend that the Court must reach a 

decision before Petition Respondents can have their constitutional right to circulate the 

Supplementary Petition. Petition Respondents have been seriously harmed by the delays already 
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caused by Relators, Secretary Husted, and the Court, despite Petition Respondents’ best efforts to 

ensure a timely resolution. Granting Relators’ Motion to Stay would only compound the harm. 

3. The Petition’s opponents should not be permitted to take advantage of their own 

delays. 

The fact that this challenge case has not been, and will not be, decided prior to the start of the 

Petition Respondents’ supplementary petition period is not due to any delays by Petitioners. As set 

forth herein, Petition Respondents have repeatedly sought a timely resolution of the dispute, while 

Relators and Secretary Husted have sought delay at every step of the way. The Petition’s opponents 

should not be permitted to take advantage of their own delays to now remove any opportunity for 

Petitioners to file a petition in time for the 2016 general election ballot.  

4. The Petition’s certification is presumed valid until proven otherwise.  

Despite the best efforts of Secretary Husted and the Petition’s opponents to scuttle the Petition, 

Ohio’s 88 county boards of elections have now twice certified the petition as valid and sufficient, 

giving Secretary Husted no choice but to do the same and transmit the Proposed Law to the General 

Assembly. The Petition’s certification is entitled to a presumption of validity while opponents seek 

to challenge it. Indeed, it is more than a presumption given the twice-over certifications.  Granting 

a stay would be tantamount to saying that the Petition’s certification is presumed to be insufficient 

until the Court decides the merits of a legal challenge, turning the constitutional process on its 

head.  

5. Relators make several arguments which should be disregarded by the Court. 

In support of their Motion, Relators make several improper arguments that should be 

disregarded by the Court. On page 1 of their Motion, Relators criticize Petition Respondents’ 

federal court action because it purportedly seeks to deviate from the Ohio Constitution, but that is 

precisely what Relators are seeking to do with their Motion to Stay. The Ohio Constitution 
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provides that if the General Assembly takes no action on the Proposed Law after four months, 

Petitioners then have 90 days to circulate a supplementary petition to submit the Proposed Law to 

the voters. Relators’ Motion asks the Court to deviate from the constitutional timeline by denying 

Petitioners their right to circulate a supplementary petition immediately after the General 

Assembly fails to act on the Proposed Law. Thus, their criticism is baseless as it is precisely what 

they seek to do with this Motion.  

Additionally, on page 3 of their Motion, Relators brazenly contend that they have already 

proven their challenge. However, the Court has not yet decided the merits of their challenge, and 

it would be improper for the Court to consider the merits of the challenge now in deciding Relators’ 

Motion—it would amount to prejudging the case.5 The Court has set a briefing schedule and should 

base its decision on the evidence and briefs, not Relators’ Motion to Stay. Therefore, these aspects 

of Relators’ Motion must be totally disregarded.  

6. Granting Relators’ Stay would prejudice Petition Respondents. 

Petition Respondents would suffer substantial prejudice if the supplementary petition period is 

stayed. Petition Respondents have the clear right under the Ohio Constitution to seek to submit the 

Proposed Law to the voters at the 2016 general election, and Relators’ Motion, if granted, would 

deny Petition Respondents of this right.  

Article II, Section 1b of the Ohio Constitution provides that if a petition proposing a law is 

filed with the Secretary of State at least ten days prior to the commencement of the General 

                                                           
5 Moreover, Petitioners have filed a mandamus action with the Court, Case No. 2016-0455, to recover the signatures 

that were unlawfully invalidated during the second review of the Petition. There is currently a pending motion field 

by Petitioners on March 28, 2016 to consolidate Case No. 2016-0455 with the instant action which the court has not 

yet ruled upon. The results of Case No. 2016-0455 could also have a bearing upon whether or not the Petition falls 

below the 44 county threshold. The Court has yet to set a briefing schedule in this related case. 
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Assembly’s next session, and verified as therein provided,6 then the Secretary of State shall 

transmit the proposed law to the General Assembly on the first day of their next session. The 

General Assembly then has four months to consider the Proposed Law. If the General Assembly 

takes no action on the proposed law, then at the end of the four month period, the petitioners have 

90 days to circulate a supplementary petition to submit the proposed law to the electors. However, 

nothing in the Constitution requires petitioners to use their full ninety days. If the supplementary 

petition is timely submitted any time within the 90-day period and contains a sufficient number of 

valid signatures, then the proposed law will be submitted to the electors at the next general election 

occurring at least 125 days from the filing of the supplementary petition. That date for the 2016 

general election is July 6, 2016. 

Due to Relators’ intervention and Secretary Husted’s unprecedented delay, Petitioners will 

have just over 30 days to attempt to place the Proposed Law on the 2016 general election ballot. 

Yet, even if Secretary Husted’s actions have effectively truncated the period for Petitioners to 

attempt to place the Proposed Law on the 2016 general election ballot, Petitioners still have the 

right to attempt to do so. Granting Relators’ Motion, however, would move the supplementary 

petition period to a timeline beyond 125 days before the 2016 general election, effectively denying 

Petitioners their constitutional right to attempt to submit the Proposed Law to the electors at the 

2016 general election. Relators will have achieved their tactical goal with help from the Secretary. 

The Court should decline Relators’ invitation to aid and abet this goal. 

 

                                                           
6 This refers to the verification provision in Article II, Section 1g that states: “To each part of such petition shall be 

attached the statement of the circulator, as may be required by law, that he witnessed the affixing of every signature.” 

There is no question that the part-petitions contained the completed verification statements. Relators challenge to some 

of these completed statements does not change this part.  
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7. There is no valid reason why the supplementary period should be stayed during the 

course of the present legal challenge. 

Finally, there is no valid reason why the supplementary period should be stayed while Relators’ 

challenge is pending. Nowhere does Ohio law state that merely filing a legal challenge to the 

certification of a petition freezes the petitioners’ constitutional rights. Moreover, none of the 

potential outcomes of the challenge would require Petition Respondents to delay circulating the 

supplementary petition. If the Court determines that Relators’ challenge is without merit, then the 

General Assembly’s four month period would have ended on June 4, and the Petition Respondents 

could begin circulating the supplementary petition on June 5. If the Court determines rules for 

Relators, and if Petitioners subsequently fail to correct the Petition during the 10-day supplemental 

period, then the supplementary petition that Petition Respondents will begin circulating on June 

5th would become moot. 

If the Court rules for Relators, but the Petitioners subsequently correct the Petition’s deficiency 

during the 10-day supplemental period, then the Petition’s ultimate sufficiency relates back to the 

day the Proposed Law was transmitted to the General Assembly. The most recent example of this 

was in 2012 when petitioners proposing a statute related to dog auctions to the General Assembly 

filed a petition with Secretary Husted. The proposed law was transmitted to the General Assembly 

on January 3, 2012—the first day of the General Assembly’s session—but the Petition was deemed 

insufficient seven days later on January 10, 2012. The petitioners were then permitted ten days to 

correct the insufficiency, and did so. The petition was subsequently certified by Secretary Husted 

on January 27, 2012, and the January 3 transmittal date remained in effect. (See, Ohio Secretary 

of State’s correspondences and press releases regarding the dog auctions statute, attached as 

Exhibit D.) In other words, it would not matter if the supplemental and supplementary periods 

overlap because they would relate back to different dates. Accordingly, staying the supplementary 
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period would serve no purpose other than to prevent Petition Respondents from attempting to make 

the 2016 general election ballot.  

Conclusion 

For the foregoing reason, Petition Respondents vigorously oppose Relators’ Motion and 

Relators’ attempt to further deny Petition Respondents their constitutional right to attempt to 

qualify for the 2016 general election ballot.   

Respectfully submitted, 

 

/s/ Donald J. McTigue_______________ 

Donald J. McTigue (0022849)*  

*Counsel of Record 

J. Corey Colombo (0072398) 

Derek S. Clinger (0092075) 

MCTIGUE & COLOMBO LLC 

545 E. Town Street 

Columbus, OH 43215 

Tel: (614) 263-7000 

Fax: (614) 263-7078 

dmctigue@electionlawgroup.com 

      ccolombo@electionlawgroup.com 

      dclinger@electionlawgroup.com 

 

Counsel for Respondents William S. Booth, Daniel 

L. Darland, Tracy L. Jones, and Latonya D. 

Thurman 

  

mailto:mctiguelaw@rrohio.com
mailto:ccolombo@electionlawgroup.com
mailto:dclinger@electionlawgroup.com
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I hereby certify that a true copy of the foregoing was served by e-mail on May 23, 2016, upon the 

following:  

Kurtis A. Tunnell  

Anne Marie Sferra  

Nelson M. Reid  

James P. Schuck  

Bricker & Eckler LLP  

100 South Third Street  

Columbus, Ohio 43215 

ktunnell@bricker.com 

asferra@bricker.com 

nreid@bricker.com 

jschuck@bricker.com 

  

Counsel for Relators  

 

Steven T. Voigt 

Brodi J. Conover 

Office of the Ohio Attorney General 

30 East Broad Street, 16th Floor 

Columbus, Ohio 43215 

steven.voigt@ohioattorneygeneral.com 

brodi.conover@ohioattorneygeneral.com 

 

Counsel for Respondent 

Ohio Secretary of State 

 

 

  

/s/ Derek S. Clinger_______________ 
Derek S. Clinger (0092075) 

 

 



Derek
Typewritten Text
Exhibit A





1

Erin E. Ley

From: Victoria L. Serrani
Sent: Monday, August 13, 2012 3:18 PM
To: 'wconsovoy@wileyrein.com'
Cc: Michael Hall; Allison Lawson; Ann C. Collinger; 

'JChristopher@ohiosecretaryofstate.gov'; Richard N. Coglianese
Subject: Obama for America v. Husted - Special Counsel Assignment Letter

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

 

  

 August 13, 2012
Dear William,  
 
Wiley Rein has been approved as Special Counsel to Ohio Secretary of State in the matter of Obama 
for America v. Husted and DeWine. Please contact Jack Christopher and Rich Coglianese, Assistant 
Attorney General to begin work immediately. This is your assignment letter. 
 
The fee for this matter is a flat fee of $45,000. The AGO# is 5496. Ohio Secretary of State will 
compensate you for your services. You are required to bill using the TyMetrix online billing system. 
TyMetrix 360 Website. 
 
Please note that all subsequent or new legal matters first require the approval of the Attorney 
General's Office before they may be billed under the AGO number designated in this Assignment 
Letter. This assignment will terminate June 30, 2013, unless terminated earlier by the Attorney 
General’s Office.  
 
Please do not hesitate to contact the Outside Counsel Section (614-466-8240) should you have any 
questions. 

Thank you for your service.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mike DeWine  
Ohio Attorney General  

 
Michael J. Hall 
Director of Outside Counsel 
Outside Counsel Webpage 
 
cc: Jack Christopher  
      Rich Coglianese 



 
Outside Counsel 

Office 614-466-8240 
Fax 614-728-2392 

 
30 E. Broad Street, 17th Floor 

Columbus, OH 43215  
 
 

April 12, 2013 
 

AMENDED ASSIGNMENT LETTER 

Dear Mr. Consovoy,  

Attached please find a list of matters for Ohio Secretary of State that Ohio Attorney General Mike DeWine 

has assigned to Wiley Rein LLP for fiscal year 2013. This is your amended assignment letter.  

Your firm may receive additional assignments throughout the fiscal year. If your firm is assigned a matter 

after the date of this letter, you will receive a single matter assignment letter via email. The Outside Counsel 

Section will not send an updated list after each new assigned matter.  

The budgets and billing rates for your firm’s assigned matters are detailed in the attached list. If applicable, 

assignments are contingent upon Controlling Board approval. The state client will compensate your firm for 

your services. You are required to bill monthly using the TyMetrix online billing system. TyMetrix 360 

Website. 

Please note that all subsequent or new legal matters first require the approval of the Attorney General's 

Office before they may be billed under the AGO number(s) designated in this Assignment Letter. This 

assignment will terminate June 30, 2013, unless terminated earlier by the Attorney General’s Office.  

Please do not hesitate to contact the Outside Counsel Section (614-466-8240) should you have any questions. 

Thank you for your service.  

Sincerely, 

 

Mike DeWine  

Ohio Attorney General  

 

Michael J. Hall 

Director of Outside Counsel 

Outside Counsel Webpage 

 

cc:  Jack Christopher 
 Rich Coglianese 
  
  
 

https://www.tymetrix360.com/Common/Pages/LoginPage.aspx?ReturnUrl=%2fDefault.aspx
https://www.tymetrix360.com/Common/Pages/LoginPage.aspx?ReturnUrl=%2fDefault.aspx
http://www.ohioattorneygeneral.gov/OutsideCounsel.aspx/?from=nav


Assignment Summary by Attorney
Secretary of State
Assignment amended to increase budget from $45,000 to $295,000.

Client Name Case Name Rate Budget AAG

Consovoy, William S. (Wiley Rein)
AGO-5496 2013 Secretary of State Obama for America v. Husted and Flat $295,000.00 Rich Coglianese

DeWine fee/$45,000.00

Report total assignments:  1 $295,000.00

Printed On: 4/12/2013 11:44:45 AM Page: 1 of 1
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Erin E. Ley

From: Victoria L. Serrani
Sent: Wednesday, August 15, 2012 12:06 PM
To: 'Armstrong, Maria (marmstrong@bricker.com)'
Cc: Michael Hall; Allison Lawson; Ann C. Collinger; 

'JChristopher@ohiosecretaryofstate.gov'; Richard N. Coglianese
Subject: Obama for America v. Husted - Special Counsel Assignment Letter

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

 

  

  
August 15, 2012 

Dear Maria,  
 
Bricker & Eckler has been approved as Special Counsel to Ohio Secretary of State for Obama for 
America v. Husted. Please contact Jack Christopher and Rich Coglianese, Assistant Attorney General 
to begin work immediately. This is your assignment letter. 
 
The budget for this matter is $20,000 and the hourly rate is $200. The AGO# is 5497. Ohio 
Secretary of State will compensate you for your services. You are required to bill monthly using the 
TyMetrix online billing system. TyMetrix 360 Website. 
 
Please note that all subsequent or new legal matters first require the approval of the Attorney 
General's Office before they may be billed under the AGO number designated in this Assignment 
Letter. This assignment will terminate June 30, 2013, unless terminated earlier by the Attorney 
General’s Office.  
 
Please do not hesitate to contact the Outside Counsel Section (614-466-8240) should you have any 
questions. 

Thank you for your service.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mike DeWine  
Ohio Attorney General  

 
Michael J. Hall 
Director of Outside Counsel 
Outside Counsel Webpage 
 
cc: Jack Christopher  
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      Rich Coglianese  

 



 
Outside Counsel 

Office 614-466-8240 
Fax 614-728-2392 

 
30 E. Broad Street, 17th Floor 

Columbus, OH 43215  
 
 

April 15, 2013 
 

AMENDED ASSIGNMENT LETTER 

Dear Ms. Armstrong, 

Attached please find a list of matters for Ohio Secretary of State that Ohio Attorney General Mike DeWine 

has assigned to Bricker & Eckler for fiscal year 2013. This is your amended assignment letter.  

Your firm may receive additional assignments throughout the fiscal year. If your firm is assigned a matter 

after the date of this letter, you will receive a single matter assignment letter via email. The Outside Counsel 

Section will not send an updated list after each new assigned matter.  

The budgets and billing rates for your firm’s assigned matters are detailed in the attached list. If applicable, 

assignments are contingent upon Controlling Board approval. The state client will compensate your firm for 

your services. You are required to bill monthly using the TyMetrix online billing system. TyMetrix 360 

Website. 

Please note that all subsequent or new legal matters first require the approval of the Attorney General's 

Office before they may be billed under the AGO number(s) designated in this Assignment Letter. This 

assignment will terminate June 30, 2013, unless terminated earlier by the Attorney General’s Office.  

Please do not hesitate to contact the Outside Counsel Section (614-466-8240) should you have any questions. 

Thank you for your service.  

Sincerely, 

 

Mike DeWine  

Ohio Attorney General  

 

Michael J. Hall 

Director of Outside Counsel 

Outside Counsel Webpage 

 

cc:  Jack Christopher 
 Rich Coglianese 
  
  
 

https://www.tymetrix360.com/Common/Pages/LoginPage.aspx?ReturnUrl=%2fDefault.aspx
https://www.tymetrix360.com/Common/Pages/LoginPage.aspx?ReturnUrl=%2fDefault.aspx
http://www.ohioattorneygeneral.gov/OutsideCounsel.aspx/?from=nav


Assignment Summary by Attorney
Secretary of State
Assignments amended to increase budgets by $73,000.

Client Name Case Name Rate Budget AAG

Armstrong, Maria J. (Bricker & Eckler)
AGO-5497 2013 Secretary of State Obama for America v. Husted $200.00 $25,000.00 Rich Coglianese

AGO-5540 2013 Secretary of State Lieberman v. Husted $200.00 $88,000.00 Damian Sikora

(3:17-cb-297)

Armstrong, Maria J. (Bricker & Eckler) total assignments:  2 $113,000.00

Report total assignments:  2 $113,000.00

Printed On: 4/15/2013 12:13:58 PM Page: 1 of 1
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Erin E. Ley

From: Victoria L. Serrani
Sent: Tuesday, September 18, 2012 2:39 PM
To: Armstrong, Maria (marmstrong@bricker.com)
Cc: Kent M. Shimeall; Michael Hall; Allison Lawson; Ann C. Collinger; 

JChristopher@ohiosecretaryofstate.gov; Daniel Murry
Subject: Lieberman v. Husted - Special Counsel Assignment Letter

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

 

  

 September 18, 2012
Dear Maria,  
 
Bricker & Eckler has been approved as Special Counsel to represent the Ohio Secretary of State in 
Lieberman v. Husted (Case No. 3:12-cv-297) . Please contact Kent Shimeall and Jack Christopher to 
begin work immediately. This is your assignment letter. 
 
The budget for this matter is $20,000 and the hourly rate is $200. The AGO# is 5540. Ohio 
Secretary of State will compensate you for your services. You are required to bill monthly using the 
TyMetrix online billing system. TyMetrix 360 Website. 
 
Please note that all subsequent or new legal matters first require the approval of the Attorney 
General's Office before they may be billed under the AGO number designated in this Assignment 
Letter. This assignment will terminate June 30, 2013, unless terminated earlier by the Attorney 
General’s Office.  
 
Please do not hesitate to contact the Outside Counsel Section (614-466-8240) should you have any 
questions. 

Thank you for your service.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mike DeWine  
Ohio Attorney General  

 
Michael J. Hall 
Director of Outside Counsel 
Outside Counsel Webpage 
 
cc: Jack Christopher 
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      Kent Shimeall 

 



 
Outside Counsel 

Office 614-466-8240 
Fax 614-728-2392 

 
30 E. Broad Street, 17th Floor 

Columbus, OH 43215  
 
 

April 15, 2013 
 

AMENDED ASSIGNMENT LETTER 

Dear Ms. Armstrong, 

Attached please find a list of matters for Ohio Secretary of State that Ohio Attorney General Mike DeWine 

has assigned to Bricker & Eckler for fiscal year 2013. This is your amended assignment letter.  

Your firm may receive additional assignments throughout the fiscal year. If your firm is assigned a matter 

after the date of this letter, you will receive a single matter assignment letter via email. The Outside Counsel 

Section will not send an updated list after each new assigned matter.  

The budgets and billing rates for your firm’s assigned matters are detailed in the attached list. If applicable, 

assignments are contingent upon Controlling Board approval. The state client will compensate your firm for 

your services. You are required to bill monthly using the TyMetrix online billing system. TyMetrix 360 

Website. 

Please note that all subsequent or new legal matters first require the approval of the Attorney General's 

Office before they may be billed under the AGO number(s) designated in this Assignment Letter. This 

assignment will terminate June 30, 2013, unless terminated earlier by the Attorney General’s Office.  

Please do not hesitate to contact the Outside Counsel Section (614-466-8240) should you have any questions. 

Thank you for your service.  

Sincerely, 

 

Mike DeWine  

Ohio Attorney General  

 

Michael J. Hall 

Director of Outside Counsel 

Outside Counsel Webpage 

 

cc:  Jack Christopher 
 Rich Coglianese 
  
  
 

https://www.tymetrix360.com/Common/Pages/LoginPage.aspx?ReturnUrl=%2fDefault.aspx
https://www.tymetrix360.com/Common/Pages/LoginPage.aspx?ReturnUrl=%2fDefault.aspx
http://www.ohioattorneygeneral.gov/OutsideCounsel.aspx/?from=nav


Assignment Summary by Attorney
Secretary of State
Assignments amended to increase budgets by $73,000.

Client Name Case Name Rate Budget AAG

Armstrong, Maria J. (Bricker & Eckler)
AGO-5497 2013 Secretary of State Obama for America v. Husted $200.00 $25,000.00 Rich Coglianese

AGO-5540 2013 Secretary of State Lieberman v. Husted $200.00 $88,000.00 Damian Sikora

(3:17-cb-297)

Armstrong, Maria J. (Bricker & Eckler) total assignments:  2 $113,000.00

Report total assignments:  2 $113,000.00

Printed On: 4/15/2013 12:13:58 PM Page: 1 of 1
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Erin E. Ley

From: Daniel Murry <Daniel.Murry@ohioattorneygeneral.gov>
Sent: Friday, January 30, 2015 4:44 PM
To: Armstrong, Maria
Cc: jchristopher@ohiosecretaryofstate.gov; Damian Sikora; Michael Hall; Ann C. Collinger; 

Erin E. Ley
Subject: 2015 Assignment Letter - Labor Advice - Special Counsel Assignment 

  

 January 30, 2015
 

Dear Maria,  
 
Bricker & Eckler has been appointed Special Counsel to represent Ohio Secretary of State for labor 
advice.  Please contact Jack Christopher, Chief Counsel & Deputy Assistant Secretary of State (614-
728-5639), to begin work immediately.  Damian Sikora, Section Chief of Constitutional Offices, will 
be responsible for ongoing oversight of this engagement on behalf of the Attorney 
General.  Pursuant to your retention agreement, this is your assignment letter. 
 
The budget for this matter is $45,000 and the hourly rate is $140.  The AGO# is 6172.  Ohio 
Secretary of State will compensate you for your services.  You are required to bill monthly using the 
TyMetrix online billing system.  TyMetrix 360 Website. 
 
Please note that all subsequent or new legal matters first require the approval of the Attorney 
General's Office before they may be billed under the AGO number designated in this Assignment 
Letter.  This assignment will terminate June 30, 2015, unless terminated earlier by the Attorney 
General’s Office.  
 
Please do not hesitate to contact the Outside Counsel Section (614-466-8240) should you have any 
questions. 

Thank you for your service.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mike DeWine  
Ohio Attorney General  

 
Michael J. Hall 
Director of Outside Counsel 
Outside Counsel Webpage 
 
cc: Jack Christopher 
      Damian Sikora 
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Erin E. Ley

From: Daniel Murry
Sent: Wednesday, August 26, 2015 5:22 PM
To: Armstrong, Maria
Cc: 'jchristopher@ohiosecretaryofstate.gov'; Damian Sikora; Michael Hall; Erin E. Ley; Kathy 

Davis; Bridget E. Coontz
Subject: State ex rel. Walker, et al. v. Husted - Special Counsel Assignment 

 

  

 August 26, 2015 
 

Dear Maria,  
 
Bricker & Eckler has been appointed Special Counsel to represent Ohio Secretary of State in a mandamus 
action regarding State ex rel. Walker, et al. v. Husted.  Please contact Jack Christopher, General Counsel (614-
728-5639), to begin work immediately.  Damian Sikora, Section Chief of Constitutional Offices, will be 
responsible for ongoing oversight of this engagement on behalf of the Attorney General.  Pursuant to your 
retention agreement, this is your assignment letter. 
 
The budget for this matter is $20,000 and the hourly rate is $225.  The AGO# is 6339.  Ohio Secretary of 
State will compensate you for your services.  You are required to bill monthly using the TyMetrix online 
billing system. TyMetrix 360 Website. 
 
Please note that all subsequent or new legal matters first require the approval of the Attorney General's Office 
before they may be billed under the AGO number designated in this Assignment Letter.  This assignment will 
terminate June 30, 2016, unless terminated earlier by the Attorney General’s Office.  
 
Please do not hesitate to contact the Outside Counsel Section (614-466-8240) should you have any questions. 

Thank you for your service.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mike DeWine  
Ohio Attorney General  

 
Michael J. Hall 
Director of Outside Counsel 
Outside Counsel Webpage 
 
cc: Jack Christopher 
     Damian Sikora 
 

 
 



 
Outside Counsel 

Office 614-466-8240 
Fax 614-728-2392 

 
30 E. Broad Street, 17th Floor 

Columbus, OH 43215  
 
 

November 10, 2015 
 

AMENDED ASSIGNMENT LETTER 

Dear Ms. Armstrong, 

Attached please find a list of special counsel matters for Ohio Secretary of State that Ohio Attorney General 

Mike DeWine has assigned to Bricker & Eckler for fiscal year 2016. This is your amended assignment letter.  

Your firm may receive additional assignments throughout the fiscal year. If your firm is assigned a matter 

after the date of this letter, you will receive a single matter assignment letter via email. The Outside Counsel 

Section will not send an updated list after each new assigned matter.  

The budgets and billing rates for your firm’s assigned matters are detailed in the attached list. If applicable, 

assignments are contingent upon Controlling Board approval. The state client will compensate your firm for 

your services. You are required to bill monthly using the TyMetrix online billing system. TyMetrix 360 

Website. 

Please note that all subsequent or new legal matters first require the approval of the Attorney General's 

Office before they may be billed under the AGO number(s) designated in this Assignment Letter. This 

assignment will terminate June 30, 2016, unless terminated earlier by the Attorney General’s Office.  

Please do not hesitate to contact the Outside Counsel Section (614-466-8240) should you have any questions. 

Thank you for your service.  

Sincerely, 

 

Mike DeWine  

Ohio Attorney General  

 

Michael J. Hall 

Director of Outside Counsel 

Outside Counsel Webpage 

 

cc:  Jack Christopher 
 Damian Sikora 

https://www.tymetrix360.com/Common/Pages/LoginPage.aspx?ReturnUrl=%2fDefault.aspx
https://www.tymetrix360.com/Common/Pages/LoginPage.aspx?ReturnUrl=%2fDefault.aspx
http://www.ohioattorneygeneral.gov/OutsideCounsel.aspx/?from=nav


Assignment Summary by Attorney
Secretary of State

Armstrong, Maria J. (Bricker & Eckler)

Secretary of StateAGO-6339 2016 225/hr $35,000.00State ex rel. Walker, et al. v.
Husted

Report total assignments:  1 $35,000.00

Case NameClient Name Rate Budget

Page: Printed On: 11/10/2015 5:00:58 PM 1 of 1
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Erin E. Ley

From: Daniel Murry
Sent: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 2:21 PM
To: 'mlandes@isaacwiles.com'
Cc: 'jchristopher@ohiosecretaryofstate.gov'; Damian Sikora; Bridget E. Coontz; Nicole M 

Koppitch; Michael Hall; Erin E. Ley; Kathy Davis
Subject: Husted v. James - Special Counsel Assignment 

  

 November 25, 2015
 

Dear Mark,  
 
Isaac, Wiles, Burkholder & Teetor has been appointed Special Counsel to represent the Ohio 
Secretary of State in Husted v. James (Franklin County Court of Common Pleas; Case No. 15-MS-
000448).  Please contact Jack Christopher, General Counsel (614-728-5639), to begin work 
immediately.  Damian Sikora, Section Chief of Constitutional Offices, will be responsible for 
ongoing oversight of this engagement on behalf of the Attorney General.  Pursuant to your 
retention agreement, this is your assignment letter. 
 
The budget for this matter is $20,000 and the hourly rate is $200.  The AGO# is 6401.  The Ohio 
Secretary of State will compensate you for your services.  You are required to bill monthly using the 
TyMetrix online billing system.  TyMetrix 360 Website. 
 
Please note that all subsequent or new legal matters first require the approval of the Attorney 
General's Office before they may be billed under the AGO number designated in this Assignment 
Letter.  This assignment will terminate June 30, 2016, unless terminated earlier by the Attorney 
General’s Office.  
 
Please do not hesitate to contact the Outside Counsel Section (614-466-8240) should you have any 
questions. 

Thank you for your service.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mike DeWine  
Ohio Attorney General  

 
Michael J. Hall 
Director of Outside Counsel 
Outside Counsel Webpage 
 
cc: Jack Christopher 
      Damian Sikora 



 
Outside Counsel 

Office 614-466-8240 
Fax 614-728-2392 

 
30 E. Broad Street, 17th Floor 

Columbus, OH 43215  
 
 

December 4, 2015 
 

AMENDED ASSIGNMENT LETTER 

Dear Mr. Landes, 

Attached please find a list of special counsel matters for the Ohio Secretary of State that Ohio Attorney 

General Mike DeWine has assigned to Isaac, Wiles, Burkholder & Teetor for fiscal year 2016. This is your 

amended assignment letter.  

Your firm may receive additional assignments throughout the fiscal year. If your firm is assigned a matter 

after the date of this letter, you will receive a single matter assignment letter via email. The Outside Counsel 

Section will not send an updated list after each new assigned matter.  

The budgets and billing rates for your firm’s assigned matters are detailed in the attached list. If applicable, 

assignments are contingent upon Controlling Board approval. The state client will compensate your firm for 

your services. You are required to bill monthly using the TyMetrix online billing system. TyMetrix 360 

Website. 

Please note that all subsequent or new legal matters first require the approval of the Attorney General's 

Office before they may be billed under the AGO number(s) designated in this Assignment Letter. This 

assignment will terminate June 30, 2016, unless terminated earlier by the Attorney General’s Office.  

Please do not hesitate to contact the Outside Counsel Section (614-466-8240) should you have any questions. 

Thank you for your service.  

Sincerely, 

 

Mike DeWine  

Ohio Attorney General  

 

Michael J. Hall 

Director of Outside Counsel 

Outside Counsel Webpage 

 

cc:  Jack Christopher 
 Damian Sikora 

https://www.tymetrix360.com/Common/Pages/LoginPage.aspx?ReturnUrl=%2fDefault.aspx
https://www.tymetrix360.com/Common/Pages/LoginPage.aspx?ReturnUrl=%2fDefault.aspx
http://www.ohioattorneygeneral.gov/OutsideCounsel.aspx/?from=nav


Assignment Summary by Attorney
Secretary of State

Landes, Mark  (Isaac, Wiles)

Secretary of StateAGO-6401 2016 $200.00 $12,500.00Husted v. James

Secretary of StateAGO-6402 2016 $200.00 $12,500.00Doe v. Husted

Landes, Mark  (Isaac, Wiles) total assignments:  2 $25,000.00

Report total assignments:  2 $25,000.00

Case NameClient Name Rate Budget

Page: Printed On: 12/4/2015 12:58:14 PM 1 of 1
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Erin E. Ley

From: Daniel Murry
Sent: Wednesday, November 25, 2015 2:22 PM
To: 'mlandes@isaacwiles.com'
Cc: 'jchristopher@ohiosecretaryofstate.gov'; Damian Sikora; Bridget E. Coontz; Nicole M 

Koppitch; Michael Hall; Erin E. Ley; Kathy Davis
Subject: Doe v. Husted - Special Counsel Assignment 

  

 November 25, 2015
 

Dear Mark,  
 
Isaac, Wiles, Burkholder & Teetor has been appointed Special Counsel to represent the Ohio 
Secretary of State in Doe v. Husted (United States District Court for the Southern District of Ohio; 
Case No. 1:15cv570).  Please contact Jack Christopher, General Counsel (614-728-5639), to begin 
work immediately.  Damian Sikora, Section Chief of Constitutional Offices, will be responsible for 
ongoing oversight of this engagement on behalf of the Attorney General.  Pursuant to your 
retention agreement, this is your assignment letter. 
 
The budget for this matter is $20,000 and the hourly rate is $200.  The AGO# is 6402.  The Ohio 
Secretary of State will compensate you for your services.  You are required to bill monthly using the 
TyMetrix online billing system.  TyMetrix 360 Website. 
 
Please note that all subsequent or new legal matters first require the approval of the Attorney 
General's Office before they may be billed under the AGO number designated in this Assignment 
Letter.  This assignment will terminate June 30, 2016, unless terminated earlier by the Attorney 
General’s Office.  
 
Please do not hesitate to contact the Outside Counsel Section (614-466-8240) should you have any 
questions. 

Thank you for your service.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mike DeWine  
Ohio Attorney General  

 
Michael J. Hall 
Director of Outside Counsel 
Outside Counsel Webpage 
 
cc: Jack Christopher 
      Damian Sikora 



 
Outside Counsel 

Office 614-466-8240 
Fax 614-728-2392 

 
30 E. Broad Street, 17th Floor 

Columbus, OH 43215  
 
 

December 4, 2015 
 

AMENDED ASSIGNMENT LETTER 

Dear Mr. Landes, 

Attached please find a list of special counsel matters for the Ohio Secretary of State that Ohio Attorney 

General Mike DeWine has assigned to Isaac, Wiles, Burkholder & Teetor for fiscal year 2016. This is your 

amended assignment letter.  

Your firm may receive additional assignments throughout the fiscal year. If your firm is assigned a matter 

after the date of this letter, you will receive a single matter assignment letter via email. The Outside Counsel 

Section will not send an updated list after each new assigned matter.  

The budgets and billing rates for your firm’s assigned matters are detailed in the attached list. If applicable, 

assignments are contingent upon Controlling Board approval. The state client will compensate your firm for 

your services. You are required to bill monthly using the TyMetrix online billing system. TyMetrix 360 

Website. 

Please note that all subsequent or new legal matters first require the approval of the Attorney General's 

Office before they may be billed under the AGO number(s) designated in this Assignment Letter. This 

assignment will terminate June 30, 2016, unless terminated earlier by the Attorney General’s Office.  

Please do not hesitate to contact the Outside Counsel Section (614-466-8240) should you have any questions. 

Thank you for your service.  

Sincerely, 

 

Mike DeWine  

Ohio Attorney General  

 

Michael J. Hall 

Director of Outside Counsel 

Outside Counsel Webpage 

 

cc:  Jack Christopher 
 Damian Sikora 

https://www.tymetrix360.com/Common/Pages/LoginPage.aspx?ReturnUrl=%2fDefault.aspx
https://www.tymetrix360.com/Common/Pages/LoginPage.aspx?ReturnUrl=%2fDefault.aspx
http://www.ohioattorneygeneral.gov/OutsideCounsel.aspx/?from=nav


Assignment Summary by Attorney
Secretary of State

Landes, Mark  (Isaac, Wiles)

Secretary of StateAGO-6401 2016 $200.00 $12,500.00Husted v. James

Secretary of StateAGO-6402 2016 $200.00 $12,500.00Doe v. Husted

Landes, Mark  (Isaac, Wiles) total assignments:  2 $25,000.00

Report total assignments:  2 $25,000.00

Case NameClient Name Rate Budget
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January 10, 2012 

Mr. Donald J. McTigue 

McTigue & McGinnis LLP 

550 East Walnut Street 

Columbus, Ohio 43215 

Dear Mr. McTigue: 

Jon Husted 
Ohio Secretary of Sta te 

180 East Broad Street, 16th Floor 
Columbus, Ohio 43215 
Tel : (877) 767-6446 Fax: (614) 644-0649 
www.OhioSecretaryofState.gov 

As attorney of record for Mary O'Connor Shaver of Lewis Center, James Tew of Delaware, 

Veronica Dickey of Massillon, and Matthew Ditchey of Youngstown, collectively the committee 

to represent petitioners proposing an initiated statute first to be submitted to the 129th General 

Assembly (the "Committee"), please be advised of the following: 

The Secretary of State's office has received reports from those counties having 

performed petition review and signature verification for the petition that the 

Committee filed with this office on December 22, 2011 proposing an initiated statute 

first to be submitted to the 129th General Assembly. Pursuant to Article II, Sections lb 

and 19, of the Ohio Constitution and sections 3501.05(K) and 3519.16 of the Ohio 

Revised Code, I hereby certify that petitioners have submitted a total of 115,209 valid 

signatures on behalf of the Referendum and that signatures from 51 counties meet or 

exceed one and one-half percent (1.5%) of the total number of votes cast for the office 

of governor in the respective counties at the last gubernatorial election. The 

requirements of Article II, Sections lb and 19, of the Ohio Constitution are thereby not 

fully satisfied. Accordingly, the Committee shall be allowed ten additional days after the 

date of this notification for the filing of additional signatures to the petition. 

If you have any questions about this certification, please contact my Chief Elections Counsel, 

Betsy Luper Schuster, at 614-466-2585. 

~since'1lMV 

Jon 7ul~ 
cc: Members of the Committee 



January 27, 2012 

Mr. Donald J. McTigue 

McTigue & McGinnis LLP 

550 East Walnut Street 

Columbus, Ohio 43215 

Dear Mr. McTigue: 

Jon Husted 
Ohio Secretary of Sta te 

180 East Broad Street, 16th Floor 
Columbus, Ohio 43215 
Tel: (877) 767-6446 Fax: (614) 644-0649 
www.OhioSecretaryofState.gov 

As attorney of record for Mary O'Connor Shaver of Lewis Center, James Tew of Delaware, 

Veronica Dickey of Massillon, and Matthew Ditchey of Youngstown, collectively the committee 

to represent petitioners proposing an initiated statute first to be submitted to the 129th General 

Assembly (the "Committee"), please be advised of the following: 

The Secretary of State's office has received reports from those counties having 

performed petition review and signature verification for the petition that the 

Committee filed with this office on December 22, 2011, and supplemented by petitions 

filed on January 20, 2012, proposing an initiated statute first to be submitted to the 

129th General Assembly. Pursuant to Article II, Sections 1b and 19 of the Ohio 

Constitution and sections 3501.05(K} and 3519.16 of the Ohio Revised Code, I hereby 

certify that petitioners have submitted a total of 118,115 valid signatures on behalf of 

the initiated statute and that signatures from 51 counties meet or exceed one and one

half percent (1.5%) of the total number of votes cast for the office of governor in the 

respective counties at the last gubernatorial election . Accordingly, the requirements of 

Article II, Sections 1b and 19 of the Ohio Constitution are thereby fully satisfied. 

If you have any questions about this certification, please contact my Chief Elections Counsel, 

Betsy Luper Schuster, at 614-466-2585. 

______ ~slincerf/MV 
Jon Husted 

cc: Members of the Committee 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
Friday, January 27, 2012

Secretary of State Husted Certifies Additional
Signatures for Citizen Initiated Statute on Dog

Auctions

COLUMBUS –Secretary of State Jon Husted
today certified that petitioners seeking a citizen
initiated statute regarding dog auctions collected
an additional 2,906 valid signatures. The total
number of valid signatures now certified is 118,115
and meets the constitutional requirements.
Petitioners needed 115,570 valid signatures, or
three percent of the total vote cast for Governor in
2010.

As part of the total number of signatures needed
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to place the measure on the ballot, petitioners
must also have collected signatures from at least
44 of Ohio’s 88 counties, and within each of those
counties collected enough signatures equal to 1.5
percent of the total vote cast for governor in the
most recent gubernatorial election, 2010.
Petitioners met or exceeded the 1.5 percent
threshold in 51 counties.

Additional Information

Secretary of State Certification Letter

Procedure for a Citizen Initiated Statute

2010 Governor's Race Percentage Chart
(Includes CountybyCounty Breakdown)

30

For more information, please contact Matt
McClellan at 6149952168 or

mmcclellan@ohiosecretaryofstate.gov.

 

Contact Our Office  Office Publications  Privacy  State of Ohio

Secretary Husted & the Office  Elections & Voting  Campaign Finance  Legislation & Ballot Issues  Businesses
Records  Media

http://www.sos.state.oh.us/sos/upload/news/20120127.pdf
http://www.sos.state.oh.us/sos/LegnAndBallotIssues/issues/InitiatedStatute.aspx
http://www.sos.state.oh.us/sos/elections/Research/electResultsMain/2010results/20101102percentage.aspx
mailto:mmcclellan@ohiosecretaryofstate.gov
http://www.sos.state.oh.us/SOS/agency/about/contactall.aspx
http://www.sos.state.oh.us/SOS/publications.aspx
http://www.sos.state.oh.us/SOS/privacy.aspx
http://ohio.gov/
http://get.adobe.com/reader/
http://www.sos.state.oh.us/SOS/agency.aspx
http://www.sos.state.oh.us/SOS/elections.aspx
http://www.sos.state.oh.us/SOS/CampaignFinance.aspx
http://www.sos.state.oh.us/SOS/LegnAndBallotIssues.aspx
http://www.sos.state.oh.us/SOS/Businesses.aspx
http://www.sos.state.oh.us/SOS/recordsIndexes.aspx
http://www.sos.state.oh.us/SOS/mediaCenter.aspx

	(final) Opp to Motion to Stay.pdf
	Exh A - SOS Special Counsel Records.pdf
	AGO-4956 - Assignment Letters.PDF
	AGO-5496 - Assignment Letters.PDF
	AGO-5497 - Assignment Letters.PDF
	AGO-5540 - Assignment Letters.PDF
	AGO-6172 - Assignment Letter.PDF
	AGO-6339 - Assignment Letters.PDF
	AGO-6401 - Assignment Letters.PDF
	AGO-6402 - Assignment Letters.PDF

	Exh B.pdf
	Exh C - Transmittal Letter.pdf
	Exh D - Dog Auction Statute Correspondences.pdf
	dog auction 1-3 .PDF
	dog auction 1-10.pdf
	dog auction 1-27.pdf
	dog auction press release.pdf


